point of criticism was that the autobiographer had written a bit too much about herself.
This seems rather a curious concern about an autobiography. In a common sense, autobiography is today regarded as a "self-produced, non-fiction text that tells the story of its writer's life. " 2 It is precisely the subjective aspect of the genre that, around 1900, made most historians lose their interest in autobiographies.
3 An exception was the German intellectual historian Georg Misch who, at the beginning of the twentieth century, wrote a multi-volume standard work on the history of autobiography, which in the nineteen-fifties became available in an English translation. From that time, literary scholars in particular occupied themselves with the definition and history of the autobiographical genre, which was supposed to have taken a definite form in the course of the nineteenth century. 4 That same century saw an increase in autobiographical writing, which is usually explained by an increasing tendency toward introspection. Peter Gay, the American historian, stated that the nineteenth-century bourgeoisie was "to the point of neurosis" obsessed by the "self, " as in a rapidly changing world one's own person was the only constant factor. He illustrated this with the rise of ego-novels, the increasing tendency to write diaries and the publication of famous European autobiographies, such as those written by Goethe and John Stuart Mill. In passing he also mentioned that many "other" people published their autobiographies as well. These texts supposedly illustrated the nineteenth-century tendency to self-examination, but, according to Gay, these "ordinary" people seldom succeeded in composing an explicit self-analysis.
